
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Child Support Exposé 

An Assignment Analysis 
[From a private right of the parties’ mindset.] 
 

CONSTITUTIONAL DUE PROCESS  

PRIVATE RIGHTS IN CHILD SUPPORT 

UNIFORM CSE RECORD MECHANISM 

FOUNDING DOCUMENTATION  

CASE CONSTRUCT AT ESTABLISHMENT  

UTILITARIAN DOCUMENT EVIDENCE  

REQUIRED BY DEFINITION BINDING 

DUTY OF THE ISSUING STATE [Title IV-D] 

COURT CEJ [Tribunal] UNIFORM LAW  

SINCE WELFARE REFORM  

FEDERAL LEGISLATION     

 

AND THE THEME SONG, 🎼🎵🎶 

BLEEDING ME, by METALICA  

[BACKGROUND NOISE] [entertainment while reading] 

"...digging my way, pushing, for something better!" 

 

ARE WE HAVING FUN YET 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_7GDn7NmGIs
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=UXP-Jh6sZh0


Child Support Exposé 
 ASSIGNMENT ANALYSIS 

By Darren Edward of the Dykstra family, a.k.a. Brick Layer 

 
CONVERSATION STARTER [Face Book Group] 
Real Child Support Help / IV-D Terminafion  
 

 
Challenging the Child Support Assignment Won't Work 
 

 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/761053840968360/posts/1460322174374853/


Assignments are governed by contract law and "only" parties to the 

assignments have standing to contest them. 

 

SO, THE UNDERLYING FACTORS WE ARE LOOKING AT HERE, ARE: 

  

 PRIVATE RIGHTS ARE GOVERNED BY: 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW [constitutional government] [due process]. 

 

 ASSIGNMENT(S) ARE GOVERNED BY: 

CONTRACT LAW [government for the people by the people]. 

  

 THE PARTIES TO THAT CONTRACTUAL OBLIGATION [that assigns]. 

 

 THE INSTRUMENT BY WHICH THE ASSIGNMENT IS EFFECTED  

[the instrument by which “the act of transfer” is effected] 

 
And so, no matter how it is spun, and/or from whatever perspective it is looked at, the 

underlying factors are Private Rights, Contact Law, the Parties, and the Instrument, ~ eh. 

 

While taking into ‘account’ ‘accounting’ the “complete record”:  

FACT, the county domestic relations case [Case No. issued by the County] and coinciding  

IV-D case [Case No. issued by the State], the uniform child support forum, and ALL 

THOSE GOVERNING LAWS AND FACTORS BULLETED ABOVE, TO BE LAWFUL AND LEGAL 

each must be in conformity with one another, and work in unison!  
 

§ 567 CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 16A C.J.S. 

…observance of those general rules established in our system of jurisprudence for the 

security of private rights. 
 

In the concrete, it means that in a contest involving these rights, a person will be 

accorded the opportunity to contest the propriety of each step in the action sought to 

be taken against him. 
 

The term "due process of law" is synonymous or interchangeable with, or equivalent to, 

"law of the land," a phrase appearing in many of the state constitutions, due process of 

law being said to mean, in brief, the law of the land, including the unwritten law. Other 

synonymous or equivalent terms are "due course of law," "due course of the law of the 

land," and "course of the common law."  



 



A recorded contractual obligafion “Child Support Assignment of Record” 
[contractual obligafion] is a sfipulafion. 
A sfipulafion is a statement of agreement or admission of factual informafion an 
agreement made by parfies or by their aftorneys in a judicial proceeding before 
the court.  Sfipulafions are entered into the record to assist the court in 
establishing facts “not in dispute”.  Sfipulafions are only binding between the 
parfies that made the agreement, not on third parfies. 
 
Contracts [assignment of rights] are only binding between the parfies that made 
the agreement, not on third parfies. 
 
Hence a contract, assignment, and/or sfipulafion between one parent & the state 
[does not obligate anyone else, period], therefore, ‘it’ is not binding on the other 
parent [who has no standing to challenge them] not being a party to their 
agreement, ~ eh.   
 
In this, I agree with Ron Love, “challenging the support agreement won’t work”—if 

you’re NOT A Party to the Instrument by which it was effected [assignment denoting the 

act of transfer] [but also] [assignment denoting the instrument by which it was effect]. 
 

 
 
Also, I agree with Dmitry Shvets, if the domestic relations case does not involve Title IV 

Welfare [a FIP grant money recipient] [or foster care] [etc.], then the assignment  



[the “act of transfer”] is between the parents, them as the parties to the case. 

The Assignment denotes the act of transfer, but also the assignment denotes the 

instrument by which it was effected.  [“support agreement” Scenario] [MCL 552.101(4)] 

[MCL 552.23] [MCL 552.604(3)(b)] [UIFSA §701(6)(A)] [MCL 552.501(2)] [42 U.S.C. §651] 

[MCL 552.507(d)] [MCL 552.507(e)] [45 CFR § 302.50(a)(2)] [Social Security Laws Section 

454B] [MCL 552.458a] [MCL 552.459] [MCL 552.617] [MCL 552.617]  

 

Under (the parents as the parties) scenario, the ‘instrument’ by which the assignment is 

effective means, the “support agreement”, [divorce scenario] the divorce decree 

[containing a support agreement], the separation agreement [containing a support 

agreement], etc. of record; this is the parties ‘consents of record’ in the issuing State 

court, continuing, exclusive jurisdiction; intrastate/interstate case establishment [UIFSA 

construct] local portal; document-evidence record-mechanism, criteria for recognition 

and enforcement within the New Local/Global CSE Forum (UIFSA’s record criteria, 

required by definition).  Compromise on personal jurisdiction (parties’ agreement to  

[IV-D] [UIFSA] jurisdiction “their support agreement” of record); this “support 

agreement” is subject-matter jurisdiction; and assigns… 

 

Assignment means:  

1. the transfer of rights or property.   

2. The rights or property so transferred. 

“An assignment is a transfer from one person to another; the term denoting not only the 

act of transfer but also the instrument by which it is effected.  In these senses, the 

word [assignment] is variously applied in law.”  Variously means in several or different 

ways [the debtor and the child support enforcement forum]. 

 

 
Black’s Law Dictionary Seventh Edition page 115 



The instrument [by which it is effected] that is reviewed [approved by] and entered into 

the record by the court.  [MCL 552.604(3)(b)] 

 

 
 

 

 



 
UIFSA “one-order system” (intrastate cases) regardless of whether or not move. 

 
If only one issuing state child support order exists, it is the controlling order irrespective 

of whether the individual parties or the child continues to reside in the issuing state. 

UIFSA includes (intrastate cases), hence “continues to reside in the issuing State.” 

 

The assignment denotes the act of transfer, but also the assignment denotes the 

instrument by which it was effected, that is reviewed [approved by] and entered into the 

record by the court.  The assignment is the transfer from one person to another, from 

the “payer” [MCL 400.231(k)] [MCL 552.602(w)] “source of income” [MCL 552.602(ff)] to 

the “State” [MCL 400.231(l)] [MCL 552.602(x)] [MCL 552.602(gg)], collections regardless 

of the “recipient of support” [MCL 552.602(cc)].  The SDU is the single location to which 

a payer or source of income shall [transfer] send a support or fee payment [400.236(2)] 

[MCL 552.23(4)], centralized receipt of support and fees [MCL 552.156] [MCL 552.24]; 

and the SDU shall disburse support to the recipient of support’s account that may be 

accessed by the “recipient of support” [MCL 400.236(4)].  Payments in default [MCL 

552.152(1)(2)], ~eh. 

 

The word “assignment” is variously applied in law (THE DEBTOR AND THE FORUM). 



45 CFR § 302.50 “the individual responsible for providing such support”  

[is variously applied in law] and does not specify… either the custodial party or the 

non-custodial party, etc., no clear specification as to who is the individual responsible 

for providing such support, yet it CONSTITUTES an obligation…  

Constitutional obligation, due process, due course of the law of the land ~ eh. 

 

 
                                                                                                                                         

The instrument by which it is effected, such as a legally enforceable and binding 

agreement…  [such obligation established by: another legal process as established by 

State laws]. 

 

The instrument [approved recording MCL 552.604(3)(b)] defines such obligation 

established, it also defines the individual responsible for providing such support 

obligation, as well as other terms and conditions according to the state plan [see all 

those MCLs illustrated above, herein, and throughout].  Such as congress’s immediate 

income withholding of that obligation [assigned support order], the amount of that 

obligation monthly due & owing calculated according to the federal support guidelines, 

and the state plan outlines [state law] how the obligation due—is to be paid to/through 

the State’s State Disbursement Unit for distribution (Collection and Disbursement), with 

distribution—according to federal distribution rules.  An  [45 CFR § 302.50a] assignment 

of support rights as defined in § 301.1 General definitions (any support obligation 

which has been assigned [transferred] to the State [“payer” and the “CSE Forum”], 

under section 408(a)(3) “not exceeding the total amount of assistance so paid to 

the [custodial] family”) also see Assignment Limitation — and with/for a client 

service fee [account of one case, for each combination of payer and child this is UIFSA], 

the Collections to the “recipient of support” [MCL 552.602(cc)(ii)] the support due from 

https://www.acf.hhs.gov/css/policy-guidance/assignment-and-distribution-child-support-under-sections-408a3-and-457-social


the non-custodial parent [the debtor and the forum] [and on account of UIFSA’s record 

criteria required by definition] [case-by-case bases] [document evidence] same parties 

and child [UIFSA] their IV-D # under the state plan collection & disbursement unit, and 

for reporting to the FCR database. 

 

 
 

Parents plural (voluntary), both have their own constitutional due process rights. 

 

Noncustodial, Assignment is the legal procedure by which a person [noncustodial 

parent] payer agrees to turn over to the State [transfer property] child support [a client 

IV-D service] [in exchange for a receipt] [and distribution] [MCL 552.156] [MCL 552.24] 

[MCL 552.602(x)] [MCL 552.602(gg)] [400.236(2)]. 

 

 



 

Custodial, Assignment of Support Rights is the legal procedure by which a person 

[custodial parent] agrees to turn over to the State child support [in exchange for a cash 

assistance grant and other benefits]. 

 

Parents plural (voluntary) both parents have their own roles to play, both possessing 

their own due process rights, that which are constitutionally protected! ~ eh. 

 

 
 

 

Alexander v. Brothsworth, 1915. “Party cannot be bound by contact that he has not 

made or authorized.  Free consent is an indispensable element in making valid contracts. 

 



 



Parent(s) means plural, more than one.  More than one individual parent, each with their 

own constitutional private rights and due processes… 

 

In exchange for welfare (custodial assignment), an individual [custodial parent] can 

assign [his/her] [own] [potential] support rights over to the state [anticipation] 

even prior to any actual child support order being issued in a court of law in 

accordance with the uniform child support laws; the (non-custodial assignment) payer 

party’s agreement of record is supported, endorsed, and enforced by the ensuing 

support order stemming from the payer’s [own] instrument that assigns [assignment] of 

record.  [In other words, to each his/her own.] 

 

It depends upon whether they [the parents] are considered parties as to whether they 

are accorded due process rights.  The Parties’ due process rights accorded depend upon 

whether, or not, they [the parents] are considered a party to the IV-D action. 

 

The Act requires states to provide notice of all proceedings involving the establishment 

of support to “individuals who are parties to cases provided under the State plan.” 

In FACT, the non-custodial parent is [always] considered a party to the case (required by 

definition, the payer party’s written “support agreement” in the case) regardless of who 

the other party may be, ~ eh. 

 

An individual [custodial parent] who applies for or receives IV-D services is not 

necessarily considered a party to the case [IV-D action]… 

 

If a custodial parent [welfare scenario] already has in place [in order to receive public 

welfare] their own [instrument] [private agreement] [assignment of rights act of transfer] 

45 CFR § 302.50 assignment of rights to support owed to the State by [custodial parent] 

as the individual responsible for providing such support [to recoup and or offset welfare 

expenditures paid to the family provided by the American taxpayer]; also see, Child 

Support Pass-Through, A.K.A. child support “disregard”—then under this scenario the 

parties to the cases would be the non-custodial parent and the State [in an attempt to 

achieve an assignment off/from both parents], the custodial parent has already 

produced an assignment via their own instrument [as a party] with the state.  

 

Again, with this [welfare scenario] the non-custodial parent and the State are the parties 

to the case with the outcome of that case [agreement between the non-custodial parent 

and the state] is the custodial parent’s [source of income] resources to pay his/her own 

obligation through his/her own assignment of rights with the state.  Again, under the 

welfare scenario, the custodial parent’s funds stem off from the non-custodial parent via 

the non-custodial parent’s own separate unrelated assignment, the non-custodial parent 



and the state being the parties to the case, them [constitutionally] by agreement of 

record Title 45 U.S. Code § 303.101(d)(3), voluntary support liability and stipulated 

agreements; MCL 552.507(e); MCL 552.604.(3)(b); UIFSA 701(6)(A); before any valid 

support order to ensue; and before recognition and enforcement of that order within 

the uniform forum (for recognition and enforcement of the preliminary documentation).  

The ‘instrument’ by which the assignment is effective means [the compromise on 

personal jurisdiction] jurisdiction based upon parental responsibility via parental 

responsibility agreement [consents of record in the issuing state] defined as a “consent 

agreement” voluntary written admission of responsibility for child support, in conformity 

to both UIFSA criteria, the law of contracts, and Constitutional Law, ~ eh. 

 

 
 

THE LOCAL/GLOBAL CHILD SUPPORT ENFORCEMENT FORUM SINCE WELFARE REFORM. 

 

UIFSA construct (case establishment) “Foreign Support Agreement” UIFSA 701(6) means: 

abroad in a foreign country, and at home in the issuing State is “Support Agreement” in 

the concrete case.  It’s a “support agreement” in the issuing state which is responsible 

for establishing, creating, and making the record (founding-documentation) taking 

testimony, the utilitarian document-evidence record mechanism required by 

definition—as the due process duty of the issuing state and/or due process duty of the 

issuing state court that issues an original controlling order according to UIFSA and prior 

to the continuing, exclusive jurisdiction.  This is the duty of the issuing State court for 



the issuing State’s “support order” to meet the UIFSA 710 requirements for recognition 

and enforcement within the CSE forum.  This is federally mandated for IV-D funding, this 

is for the “law of the land” Convention, and for UIFSA to have an effect, according to the 

state plan, as approved by federal public law; child support is voluntary individually 

constitutional on a case-by-case basis [see, presumption & rebuttable presumption]. 

 

The one-order one-time one-place new global family law system [evidence record 

mechanism in place], since federal welfare reform legislation of 1996; utilitarian evidence 

in the issuing state’s state court continuing, exclusive jurisdiction (linchpin) record 

mechanism, treaty into State Law: The UIFSA Experience in effect for affect, recognition, 

and enforcement of the instrument, within the “one-order” world CSE forum, ~eh. 

 

UIFSA can best be described as one order, at one time, in one place for each 

combination of payer and child. This means that only a single state or foreign country 

at a time may issue a child support court order. The state or foreign country that 

issues the original order holds what UIFSA calls “Continuing, exclusive jurisdiction” 

(CEJ) of the order.  CEJ can be lost (transferred) to another state or foreign country if 

there are circumstances that allow it. 

https://cms9files.revize.com/mecostacountymi/Courts/Friend%20of%20the%20Court/PS

A29.pdf 

 

So long as an individual party or the child resides in the “issuing state” (the state of the 

tribunal which issued the controlling order), that tribunal retains Continuing Exclusive 

Jurisdiction - exclusive jurisdiction to modify its order, upon proper petition.  Generally, 

the issuing tribunal no longer has Continuing Exclusive Jurisdiction and loses the 

authority to prospectively modify its current child support order when the parties and 

the child have left the issuing state.  [Note: there are ‘consents of record’ two exceptions 

in UIFSA.] https://csquest.oucpm.org/concepts-of-uifsa/ 

 

Under UIFSA, the tribunal which issued a valid support order has continuing jurisdiction 

to enforce it, regardless of whether anyone resides in the issuing state. This order also 

may be registered for enforcement in any and all states in which the obligor resides, is 

employed, or has assets without stripping the issuing tribunal of its authority to enforce 

the order. The order remains valid and controls the current support obligation unless 

and until it is modified by a tribunal with jurisdiction pursuant to UIFSA rules. Further, 

the tribunal continues to have personal jurisdiction over an individual in support cases 

so long as the tribunal has either CEJ to modify or continuing jurisdiction to enforce the 

order. 

 

The Uniform Interstate Family Support Act (UIFSA) is a law enacted by all states that 

https://cms9files.revize.com/mecostacountymi/Courts/Friend%20of%20the%20Court/PSA29.pdf
https://cms9files.revize.com/mecostacountymi/Courts/Friend%20of%20the%20Court/PSA29.pdf
https://csquest.oucpm.org/concepts-of-uifsa/


provides mechanisms for establishing and enforcing child support obligations in the 

United States. UIFSA defines the issues of jurisdiction over nonresidents and the duties 

of initiating and responding tribunals. The main concept of UIFSA is to have one order 

to enforce. In other words, once a child support order is entered, that order controls the 

child support obligation. The order remains in effect whether or not the parents or 

child later move to another state. UIFSA contains provisions for determining which 

existing support order will control when multiple orders exist. 

 
Note: 

The doctrine of continuing exclusive jurisdiction (CEJ) is that only one support order should be 

effective and enforceable between the same parties at any one time and that when a particular court 

has acquired jurisdiction to determine child support and custody, it retains authority to amend and 

modify its orders therein. This Court of Continuing Exclusive Jurisdiction continues to have 

jurisdiction over a support issue until another court takes it away. 

 

Note: 

If an issuing state has lost CEJ, a second State may gain it. However, the second State may not 

modify terms of the controlling order that are non-modifiable in the issuing State (such as duration 

of the obligation). CEJ is lost when: 1. All parties and the child have left the issuing jurisdiction; OR 2. 

The obligor and the obligee agree in writing for another State to assume CEJ; OR 3. There is more 

than one support order, but none of the States involved have CEJ. 

 

 
Abuse of Discrefion by the Court  

Real Child Support Help / IV-D Terminafion  
 

Presenting the "thing" this way... support obligations are functionally contracts, 

such obligations are “things” in commerce, all cases intrastate and interstate case 

https://www.facebook.com/groups/761053840968360/posts/1337015206705551/


establishment founding documentation meeting certain criteria and is the duty of the 

issuing state for a valid “one controlling order” CCEJ.  Uniform laws by definition this 

“means an agreement for support in a record” Local Law MCL 552.604(3)(b), comporting 

to UIFSA LAW and Process §701(6)(A), means an agreement for support in a record 

[negotiated by the parties] in the country of origin that: is enforceable as a support 

order in the country-of-origin UIFSA §701(6)(A)(i), and such an obligation is a “thing” in 

interstate commerce—local county 🕳 portal, with a uniform global effect.  Multi-lateral 

Treaty into State Law the UIFSA Effect — the UIFSA Experience, at home and abroad. 

[Child Support Enforcement, voluntary by agreement of record in the country of origin.]  
 

 
 

 
 



[The instrument] [a private agreement that assigns…] [assigned support order] [issuing] 

The agreement negotiated by the parties in the record is the order the judge signs onto, 

the congeable agreement of record “thing” filed [arraignment] [concluded] [subject of 

process] [endorsed by the judge] [the written agreement reviewed and entered into the 

record by the court] must be enforceable as a support order in the country of origin. 

Since 1975 the program has changed from one that recoups welfare costs to one 

which serves a mostly non-welfare clientele [voluntary], child support establishment 

mandates a uniform process [private rights] by agreement [UIFSA] criteria by definition, 

[record] [safeguard] a required prerequisite [voluntary by agreement] for an ensuing 

valid support order; again, [private agreement] [incorporated in a decision] [the 

agreement’s supporting order] [support agreement] [effected] [foreign support 

agreement] mandated collecting and enforcing support [based off that agreement of 

record] [founding documents] [“things” in commerce] [contractual] [obligations]  

[support obligations] [UIFSA construct] [uniform utilitarian document evidence records] 

[case establishment child support enforcement forum].  

 

WEHUNT V LEDBETTER 875 F.2D 1558 (11TH CIR. 1989)  

STATES THAT CHILD SUPPORT IS NOT IN THE BEST INTEREST OF THE CHILD 

  
 

Convention on the Rights of the Child United Nations 1989, Article 3, the best interest of 

the child shall be a primary consideration.  Without unjust enrichment by the State or 

Title IV-D entities. 

 

Constitutional Due Process private right(s) in Child Support Exposé — a universal 

legal/lawful Uniform Child Support Thought Model for establishment, recognition, and 

enforcement, of a valid support order; a local 🕳 portal to a new global family law forum; 

since [History] U.S. Constitution, P. L. 98-378 [1984], P. L. 104-1993 [1996], and the 

(Convention) [2007] Hague child support convention which came into force in the 

United States, Local Law [MCL 552.604(3)(b)], UIFSA Law and Process [UIFSA §701(6)(A)], 

criterion. 



SOCIALISM IS UNLAWFUL IN AMERICA 

U.S. Constitution’s Amendment V, last line, states property cannot be taken for public 

use without just compensation, and Amendment XIII, states that involuntary servitude is 

against the law in every state. 

 

INALIENABLE RIGHTS 

The “most sacred of liberties” of which, Justice Tolman spoke was personal liberty.  

The definition of personal liberty is: 

“Personal liberty, or the Right to enjoyment of life and liberty, is one of the fundamental 

or natural Rights, which has been protected by its inclusion as a guarantee in the various 

constitutions, which is not derived from, or dependent on, the U.S. Constitution, which 

may not be submitted to a vote and may not depend on the outcome of an election. It 

is one of the most sacred and valuable Rights, as sacred as the Right to private 

property...and is regarded as inalienable”  

16 C.J.S., Constitutional Law, Sect. 202, p.987. 

…observance of those general rules established in our system of jurisprudence for the 

security of private rights.  In the concrete, it means that in a contest involving these 

rights, a person will be accorded the opportunity to contest the propriety of each step in 

the action sought to be taken against him. 

16A C.J.S., Constitutional Law, Sect. 567. 

"Damn democracy” is a fraudulent term. 

 

READERS NOTE: 

I am not selling anything, I am not promoting either parent in abandoning their children or their 

responsibility to their children, I did not write the citations cited nor the laws cited, referenced, 

and illustrated herein, and throughout, all compiled and shared for knowledge, awareness, and 

deep understanding of the workings of “things” — uniform laws.  Where do we go from here? 

THE PURPOSE OF THIS WRITING [AND OTHERS] IS TO BRING TO THE TABLE FARE PLAY 

EQUAL STANDING FOR BOTH PARENTS 

EQUAL PRIVATE RIGHTS 

EQUAL CUSTODY RIGHTS 

EQUAL PARENTING TIME CHILDHOODS ARE SHORT AND GO QUICKLY  

CONSTITUTIONAL AWARENESS 

EQUAL CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS OF BOTH PARENTS AND CHILD[REN] 

CSE CONTAINS A UNIFORM RECORD MECHANISM [VOLUNTARY BY AGREEMENT] SAFEGUARD 

LINCHPIN CEJ - UIFSA MANDATE FOR CONTINUED TITLE IV-D FUNDING TO THE STATE FORUM 

[Thanks for your time, reading] 

 

Happy Paper Trails!!! 

      

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=muHg86Mys7I
https://quote.org/quote/damn-democracy-it-is-a-fraudulent-term-589900?fbclid=IwAR3x-rczPj1JO_2qOAl0CY1XDSrcI-kzaE3vgyG780srRTLrAuX6VzYykf8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SueWogxfdGU



